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Environmental Checklist  
 
1 Project title: Sun-Lite Commercial Metal Recycling Business Conditional Use Permit 

(CUP) Initial Study/Negative Declaration  
2 Lead agency name and address: City of Huntington Park Community Development 

Department, 6550 Miles Avenue, Huntington Park, CA 90255  
3 Contact person and phone number: Alberto Fontanez, Senior Planner,  

(323) 584-6250  
4 Project location: 6301 Maywood Avenue, Huntington Park, CA 90255  

5 Project sponsor's name and address: Jay Lite, 2210 East 85
th 

Street, Los Angeles, CA 
90001  

6 General plan designation: Industrial Manufacturing  
7 Zoning: Manufacturing Planned Development (MPD)  
8 Description of project: The proposed project consists of the minor renovation 

(tenant improvements) and reuse of an existing 40,168-square-foot 
industrial/manufacturing site improved with 29,295 square feet of warehouse 
storage area, office, and restrooms, to collect, temporarily store, and ship ferrous and 
non-ferrous commercial scrap metal. Project elements include the following:  

 
Renovation 
 
 Demolish and remove approximately 303 square feet of existing office space fronting 

Maywood Avenue (see Site Plan),  
 Provide new American Disabilities Act (ADA) accessible van parking, and 3 new 

standard parking spaces,  
 Repair and revise existing entry doors, and provide 4 new entry doors to comply 

with ADA accessibility standards,  
 Renovate windows in office area,  
 Add new 11’ by 30’ ground truck scale,  
 Renovate (upgrade) interior/exterior lighting to comply with Title 24 energy 

requirements  
 Renovate skylights, interior, and exterior finishes.  
 
Operation 

 
 Up to 2 roll-off trucks will deliver scrap metal to the project site daily.  
 Approximately 5 to 6 pickup trucks will deliver scrap metal to the project site daily.  
 Up to 2 container trucks (no larger than SU-30 single-unit trucks) per week will 

transport bailed scrap metal from the project site to the metal processing facilities in 
south Los Angeles and Montebello. 

 A maximum of 5 employees will be working at the project site at full operation.  
 The scrap metal is only unloaded inside the warehouse where it is sorted by 

ferrous/nonferrous and size into piles, barrels, and metal bins.  
 Sorted metals are moved in the warehouse using only bobcats and forklifts.  



2 

 When enough of a specific type and size of metal is collected, it is loaded into the 
bailer conveyor and bailed.  

 The bailed metals are temporarily stored within the warehouse.  
 The bailed metals are loaded by forklift into the roll-off trucks in the truck loading 

well (see Figure 1 – Site Plan).  
 Scrap metal is unloaded inside the building only.  
 This facility is not intended for and will not accommodate CRV recycling.  

 
9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Adjacent land uses north, south, and west of project 

site is occupied with similar land uses also zoned Manufacturing Planned Development 
(MPD) by the city of Huntington Park. Adjacent land uses east of the project are within 
the city of Bell are zoned C3R, and include commercial, light industrial, and residential 
uses.  

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required: Approval is required only by the 
city of Huntington Park.  
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected  
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the 
checklist on the following pages.  
 

 Aesthetics  
Agriculture and Forestry 
Resources 

 Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Geology / Soils 

 
Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions 

 
Hazards & Hazardous 
Materials 

 
Hydrology / Water 
Quality 

 Land Use / Planning  Mineral Resources  Noise 

 Population / Housing  Public Services  Recreation 

 Transportation / Traffic  
Utilities / Service 
Systems 

 
Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 
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Determination  
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation:  
 

 I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.  

 
 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 

environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the 
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.  

 
 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, 

and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.  
 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or 
"potentially significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one 
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable 
legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the 
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be 
addressed.  

 
 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 

environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed 
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable 
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are 
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.  

 
 
 
___________________________________________   _______________________ 
Signature         Date  
 
 
 
___________________________________________   _______________________ 
Signature        Date  
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts 
 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that 
are adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the 
parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately 
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply 
does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a 
fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based 
on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not 
expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project specific screening 
analysis). 

 
2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as 

well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and 
construction as well as operational impacts. 

 
3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may 

occur, then the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially 
significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant. 
"Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that 
an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant 
Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required. 

 
4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" 

applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect 
from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The 
lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they 
reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from 
"Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-referenced). 

 
5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or 

other CEQA process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or 
negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion 
should identify the following: 

 
a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 

 
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above 

checklist were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier 
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such 
effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

 
c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with 

Mitigation Measures Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which 
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were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to 
which they address site-specific conditions for the project.  

 
6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to 

information sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning 
ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, 
where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement 
is substantiated.  

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other 
sources used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.  

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; 
however, lead agencies should normally address the questions from this 
checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in whatever format 
is selected.  

9) The explanation of each issue should identify:  
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; 

and; 
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than 

significance.  
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Environmental Checklist 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project: 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista?  

    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state 
scenic highway?  

    

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings?  

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 
that would adversely affect day or nighttime views 
in the area?  

    

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural 
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural 
Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as 
an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether 
impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies 
may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the 
Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest 
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:  
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 
use?  

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, 
or a Williamson Act contract?  

    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or 
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 
defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?  

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use?  

    

e) Involve other changes in 
the existing environment 
which, due to their location 
or use? 
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No 
Impact 

III. AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality 
management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. 
Would the project:  
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan?  

    

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation?  

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing emissions that exceed 
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?  

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations?  

    

e) Create objectionable odors affecting substantial 
number of people? 

    

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:  
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly 
or through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?  

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
regulations or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?  

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means?  

    

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species 
or with established native resident or migratory 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance?  

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No 
Impact 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?  

    

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:  
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in § 
15064.5?  

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant 
to § 15064.5?  

    

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature?  

    

d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries?  

    

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:  
a) Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving:  

    

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State 
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of 
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.  

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?      
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction?  

    

iv) Landslides?      
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil?  

    

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result 
of the project, and potentially result in on-or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse?  

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial risks to life or property?  

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 
disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of waste water?  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No 
Impact 

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:  
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 
impact on the environment?  

    

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project:  
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of greenhouse gases?  

    

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials?  

    

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment?  

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous 
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school?  

    

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment?  

    

e) For a project located within an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard 
for people residing or working in the project area?  

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard 
for people residing or working in the project area?  

    

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan?  

    

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, 
including where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed 
with wildlands?  

    

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:  
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements?  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No 
Impact 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (e.g., the production rate of preexisting 
nearby wells would drop to a level which would 
not support existing land uses or planned uses for 
which permits have been granted)?  

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including through the alteration 
of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that 
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site?  

    

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including through the alteration 
of the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner that would result in flooding on-or off-site?  

    

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?  

    

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?      
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard 
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 
flood hazard delineation map?  

    

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 
structures that would impede or redirect flood 
flows?  

    

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?  

    

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?      
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:  
a) Physically divide an established community?      
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, 
policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction 
over the project (including, but not limited to the 
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or 
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation 
plan or natural community conservation plan?  
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No 
Impact 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:      
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state?  

    

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site delineated 
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land 
use plan?  

    

XII. NOISE : Would the project result in:      
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 
levels in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies?  

    

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise 
levels?  

    

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project?  

    

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project?  

    

e) For a project located within an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels?  

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project expose people residing 
or working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels?  

    

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project:  
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?  

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere?  

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere?  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No 
Impact 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES:  
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times 
or other performance objectives for any of the 
public services:  

    

Fire protection?      
Police protection?      
Schools?      
Parks?      
Other public facilities?     
XV. RECREATION:  
a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated?  

    

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities that might have an adverse 
physical effect on the environment?  

    

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:  
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or 
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, taking into 
account all modes of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but 
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass 
transit?  

    

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, including, but not limited to 
level of service standards and travel demand 
measures, or other standards established by the 
county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways?  

    

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in substantial safety 
risks?  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No 
Impact 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)?  

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?      
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian facilities or otherwise decrease the 
performance or safety of such facilities?   

    

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:  
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of 
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board?  

    

b) Require or result in the construction of new 
water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of 
which could cause significant environmental 
effects?  

    

c) Require or result in the construction of new 
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects?  

    

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 
the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed?  

    

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider that serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing commitments?  

    

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste 
disposal needs?  

    

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes 
and regulations related to solid waste? 

    

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:  
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment substantially reduce 
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish 
or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number of restrict the range 
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory?  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No 
Impact 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means 
that the incremental effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects)? 

    

c) Does the project have environmental effects that 
will cause substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly? 

    

 
Impact Discussion 
 
Aesthetics  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?  
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?  
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 

surroundings?  
 
No Impact (a-c): The proposed project consists of the minor renovation and reuse of an 
existing industrial warehouse facility located within a zoning district designated 
Industrial/Manufacturing Planned Development (MPD). The project is not located in an 
area with a scenic vista, or an area within or adjacent to designated scenic resources.1 2 

In 
addition, the proposed project is not located adjacent or near buildings designated as 
Historic Resources.3 Consequently, it is not likely that the proposed project would 
significantly impact the existing visual character or quality of the site and/or vicinity. 
 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area?  

 

                                                   
1 City of Huntington Park Municipal Code. 2013. Title 9 Zoning. Chapter 4 Zoning Districts. 
Article 3. MPD (Industrial/Manufacturing Planned Development) Zones. 
http://qcode.us/codes/huntingtonpark/view.php?topic=9&expand=1&frames=off  
2 City of Huntington Park Zoning Map, 2014: http://ca-
huntingtonpark.civicplus.com/DocumentCenter/View/3772  
3 City of Huntington Park. 2014. Planning & Zoning Division. Historic Preservation Designated Historic 
Resources. Historic Preservation Home. 
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No Impact (d): The proposed project will renovate existing lighting to conform to Title 24 
Energy Requirements; however, no new sources of light or glare will result from the 
renovations.  
 
Agriculture and Forestry Resources  
 
Thresholds of Significance –Would the project:  
 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?  

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?  
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in 

Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources 
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code section 51104(g))?  

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?  
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or 

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion 
of forest land to non-forest use?  

 
No Impact (a-e): The proposed project consists of the minor renovation and reuse of an 
existing industrial warehouse facility located within an area zoned for industrial and 
manufacturing uses. No agricultural or forestry resources are located on or in the vicinity of 
the proposed project.  
 
Air Quality  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?  
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected 

air quality violation?  
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 

the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds 
for ozone precursors)?  

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?  
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?  
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Air Quality Background4 
 
The SCAQMD and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) are the 
agencies responsible for preparing the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) for the 
SCAB. Since 1979, a number of AQMPs have been prepared. The AQMP was designed to 
comply with State and federal requirements, reduce the high level of pollutant emissions in 
the SCAB, and ensure clean air for the region through various control measures. To 
accomplish its task, the AQMP relies on a multilevel partnership of governmental agencies 
at the federal, State, regional, and local level. These agencies (i.e., the USEPA, CARB, local 
governments, SCAG, and SCAQMD) are the cornerstones that implement the AQMP 
programs.  
 
On December 7, 2012, the SCAQMD adopted the 2012 Air Quality Management Plan. The 
purposes of the 2012 AQMP for the Basin are to set forth a comprehensive and integrated 
program that will lead the Basin into compliance with the federal 24-hour PM2.5 air quality 
standard, to satisfy the planning requirements of the federal Clean Air Act, and to provide 
an update to the Basin’s commitments towards meeting the federal 8-hour ozone standards. 
It will also serve to satisfy the recent U.S. EPA proposed requirement for a new attainment 
demonstration of the revoked 1-hour ozone standard, as well as a VMT emissions offset 
demonstration. Specifically, the Plan will serve as the official SIP submittal for the federal 
2006 24-hour PM2.5 standard, for which U.S. EPA has established a due date of December 
14, 2012. In addition, the 2012 AQMP will update specific new control measures and 
commitments for emissions reductions to implement the attainment strategy for the 8-hour 
ozone SIP, and thus help to reduce reliance on CAA Section 182(e)(5) long-term measures. 
Once approved by the District Governing Board and CARB, the 2012 AQMP will be 
submitted to U.S. EPA as the 24hour PM2.5 SIP addressing the 2006 PM2.5 NAAQS and as a 
limited update to the approved 8hour ozone SIP. The 1-hour ozone attainment 
demonstration and VMT emissions offset demonstration will also be submitted through 
CARB to EPA.  
 
The 2012 AQMP also includes an update on the air quality status of the Salton Sea Air Basin 
(SSAB) in the Coachella Valley, a discussion of the emerging issues of ultrafine particle and 
near-roadway exposures, a report on the health effects of PM2.5, and an analysis of the 
energy supply and demand issues that face the Basin and their relationship to air quality. 
Pursuant to statute, the public hearing will also discuss the report on health effects of PM2.5 

(Health & Safety Code §40471).  
 
The 2012 AQMP incorporates the most recent planning assumptions and the best available 
information including: revised stationary point and area source emissions inventories; on-
road and off-road mobile source emissions inventories based on CARB’s latest EMFAC2011 
and Off-Road Models; the use of new meteorological episodes for ozone and expanded air 
quality modeling analysis; and the latest demographic growth forecasts based on the 

                                                   
4 Synectecology. January 31, 2014. Sunlite Metals Inc. Metal Recycling Project Focused Air Quality 
Analysis. Appendix A. 
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approved 2012 Regional Transportation Plan (2012 RTP) developed by SCAG.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (a): The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
requires that projects be consistent with the AQMP. A consistency determination plays an 
essential role in local agency project review by linking local planning and unique individual 
projects to the AQMP in the following ways: (1) it fulfills the CEQA goal of fully informing 
local agency decision-makers of the environmental costs of the project under consideration 
at a stage early enough to ensure that air quality concerns are fully addressed; and (2) it 
provides the local agency with ongoing information assuring local decision-makers that 
they are making real contributions to clean air goals contained in the AQMP.  
 
Only new or amended general plan elements, specific plans, and regionally significant 
projects need to undergo a consistency review. This is because the AQMP strategy is based 
on projections from local general plans. Projects that are consistent with the local general 
plan are, therefore, considered consistent with the air quality management plan.  
 
As proposed, the Applicant seeks approval to replace a warehousing facility with a metals 
recycling facility. The project would be expected to reduce traffic and emissions when 
compared with the existing land use and project-generated emissions are not projected to 
exceed the daily threshold values suggested by the SCAQMD. Additionally, the project 
would not result in significant localized air quality impacts. As such, the project is 
consistent with the goals of 2012 AQMP and, in that respect, does not present a significant 
air quality impact.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (b):  
 
The potential air quality impacts associated with and attributable to construction and 
operation are addressed separately below.  
 
Construction Impacts  
 
Air quality impacts may occur during demolition and construction activities required to 
implement the proposed land use. The site is already developed and the new owner would 
make use of most of the existing structures. No grading is necessary. Major sources of 
emissions during construction include exhaust emissions generated during demolition, 
minor building activities, and the emission of Reactive Organic Gases (ROGs) during the 
painting of the structures.  
 
The project involves the demolition of approximately 303 square feet of existing structure, 
the addition of four new parking spaces, repair of four entry doors to comply with 
accessibility standards, new windows for an existing office, the addition of an 11 foot by 30 
foot truck scale, and the replacement of existing skylights and clean up and upgrades to 
comply with Title 24 requirements. No major construction is proposed and no grading is 
necessary.  
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The primary source of emissions released would be ROG emissions associated with the 
application of paints and coatings for the 850 square feet of office space that are to be 
retained, but some heavy equipment would be used in demolition and the construction of 
the truck well. This analysis is based on the demolition of 303 square feet and construction 
of 850 feet of office space, including parking. The analysis recognizes that the project would 
simply renovate existing office space, but the emissions projected by the model for heavy 
equipment would be applicable to the construction of the truck well and parking spaces.  
 
Table 1 includes the daily emissions projected for site construction. Note that all values are 
within their respective thresholds and the impact is less than significant.  
 
Operational Impacts  
 
The major source of long-term air quality impact is that associated with the emissions 
produced from project-generated vehicle trips. Stationary sources add only minimally to 
these values. In accordance with the transportation analysis, the existing land uses generate 
approximately 113 average daily trips (ADT). The project is expected to generate 98 ADT 
for a net decrease of 15 ADT on a weekday. Still, because the number of trips is so small, and 
to make up for any discrepancy between the unknown existing truck to automobile ratios, 
for the purposes of this analysis, the impact is based on the increase of 98 ADT using the 
default CalEEMod vehicle mix. This net increase (rather than the decrease of 77.5 ADT) was 
used in the prediction of air quality emissions associated with vehicle travel.  
 
Emissions associated with project-related trips are based on the CalEEMod computer model 
and assume occupancy in 2014. Since emissions per vehicle are reduced each year due to 
tightening emissions restrictions and the replacement of older vehicles from the road, the 
use of 2014 emission factors presents a worst-case analysis with regards to operational air 
quality impacts. Again, both summer and winter scenarios were modeled and the higher of 
the two values are included in Table 2. Note that all emissions are within their respective 
threshold values and the impact is less than significant.  
 
Stationary Source Emissions  
 
With regards to stationary source emissions, in addition to vehicle trips, the occupants 
would produce emissions from on-site sources, including the combustion of natural gas for 
space and water heating. Additionally, the structures would be maintained and this 
requires repainting over time, thus resulting in the release of additional VOC (ROG) 
emissions. Also, the use of aerosol products such as cleaners would be associated with the 
project.  
 
As a worst-case scenario, the project emissions are based on the operation of the entire 
29,108 square foot facility and do not remove those emissions from the existing use that is to 
be displaced. The resultant emissions are included in Table 2. Note that all emissions are 
within their respective criteria and the impact is less than significant. 
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Less Than Significant Impact (c): In accordance with SCAQMD methodology, projects that 
do not exceed or can be mitigated to less than the daily threshold values do not add 
significantly to a cumulative impact. Criteria pollutants are all within the recommended 
SCAQMD threshold levels for both construction and operation and this impact is less than 
significant.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (d):  
 
Short-Term Localized Impacts  
 
In addition to the mass daily threshold standards discussed above, project construction has 
the potential to raise localized ambient pollutant concentrations. This could present a 
significant impact if these concentrations were to exceed the ambient air quality standards 
included in Table 1 at receptor locations.5 
 
The SCAQMD has developed screening tables for the construction of projects up to five 
acres in size; These tables are included in the SCAQMD’s Final Localized Significance 
Threshold Methodology (June 2003) and are periodically updated on the SCAQMD Internet 
web site. The most current update was in 2008 and these data are use in the analysis. The 
emissions values included in the screening tables are based on the emissions produced at 
the site and do not include mobile source emissions (i.e., trucks and worker vehicles) spread 
over a much larger area.  
 
Screening level allowable emissions are calculated from the “mass-rate look-up tables” 
included in the Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology (Appendix C). Rather than 
using the entirety of the site, the CalEEMod emissions model bases the area of disturbance 
on equipment use. Dozers, graders, and crawler tractors are estimated to disturb an area of 
0.5 acre while scrapers are estimated to disturb 1.0 acre over an 8-hour work day.  
 
The CalEEMod model estimates that demolition would require a rubber-tired dozer (0.5 
acre). The screening tables address sites that are 1, 2, and 5 acres in size with receptors 
located 25,  
 
50, 100, 200, and 500 meters away. Site sizes and receptor distances that lie between these 
values may be determined by linear interpolation.  
 
The CalEEMod model estimates that the daily activity associated with demolition is 0.5 acre 
and based on linear interpolation, screening levels would be half that for a 1-acre site. The 
allowable screening levels for a 1-acre site in SRA 12, where the project is located, with 
sensitive receptors located at the minimal distance of 25 meters are 231, 46, 4, and 3 pounds 
per day for CO, NOx, PM10, and PM2.5, respectively. At 50 meters (164 feet), the 
approximate distance of the nearest residential units, the levels for CO, PM10, and PM2.5 are 
increased to 342, 12, and 4 pounds per day, respectively. NOx remains at 46 pounds per 
                                                   
5 Ibid. 
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day.  
 
A half-acre site would allow for screening levels that are half those of a 1-acre site or 115.5, 
23, 2, and 1.5 pounds per day, respectively at the minimal distance of 25 meters. At 50 
meters, the levels for 0.5 acre would be 171, 23, 6, and 2 pounds per day, respectively.  
 
Peak daily on-site emissions are projected by the CalEEMod model at 8.85, 14.83, 1.03, and 
0.95 pounds per day for CO, NOx, PM10, and PM2.5, respectively. These values are all below 
those that would be allowable at the minimum screening distance, as well as those that 
would be allowable at the nearest sensitive land uses and construction emissions would not 
create localized impacts.  
 
Long-Term Localized Impacts  
 
Long-term effects of the proposed project could also be significant if they exceed the 
CAAQS. As noted for construction, these criteria only apply to CO, NO2, PM10, and PM2.5. 
CO and NO2 would be significant if the project were to raise existing levels above those 
values included in the CAAQS. Again, because the Basin is a non-attainment area for 
particulate matter, the operational thresholds for both PM10 and PM2.5 are set at a 

measurable increase of 2.5 µg/m
3
.  

 
Unlike construction equipment that generates exhaust and dust in a set area, the primary 
source of emissions from project operations is due to the addition of vehicles on the 
roadway system. These emissions are then spread over a vast area and do not result in 
localized concentrations in proximity to the project site. As such, localized modeling for the 
project operations is not prepared for residential, limited commercial, or light industrial 
development that does not include a truck terminal.  
 
Because CO is the criteria pollutant that is produced in greatest quantities from vehicle 
combustion and does not readily disperse into the atmosphere, long-term adherence to 
AAQS is typically demonstrated through an analysis of localized CO concentrations. In the 
past, areas of vehicle congestion had the potential to create “pockets” of CO called “hot 
spots;” However, the SCAB has now been designated as an Attainment area of both the 
State and federal CO standards, and no hot spots have been reported in the project area in 
more than the last 5 years. CO is no longer a localized pollutant of concern near roadways 
and, as such, this analysis is no longer necessary. Furthermore, the project would add just 
eight trips during the A.M. peak hour and eight trips during the PM peak hour, but remove 
10 and 11 trips during the A.M. and PM peak hours, resulting in a slight decrease in local 
traffic and these trips would not add measurably to local CO levels in the project area.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (e): Project construction would involve some use of heavy 
equipment creating exhaust pollutants. With regards to nuisance odors, any air quality 
impacts will be confined to the immediate vicinity of the equipment itself. By the time such 
emissions reach any sensitive receptor sites away from the project site, they will be diluted 
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to well below any level of air quality concern; an occasional “whiff” of diesel exhaust from 
passing equipment and trucks accessing the site from public roadways may result. Such 
brief exhaust odors are an adverse but less-than-significant, air quality impact. 
Additionally, some odor would be produced from the application of asphalt, paints, and 
coatings. Any exposure to these common odors would be of short-term duration and, while 
potentially adverse, are less than significant.  
 
Project operations would involve metal recycling. The site would not accept organic waste 
products or solvents that may create odors. Additionally, as many as three heavy trucks 
(i.e., two roll-off trucks and one container truck) could visit the site on any given day. In 
light of the industrial nature of the land use and adjoining properties, this volume of trucks 
is small and would not produce notable odors at any proximate sensitive residential 
locations.  
 
Biological Resources  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on 
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?  

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?  

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means?  

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?  

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as 
a tree preservation policy or ordinance?  

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan?  

 
No Impact (a-f): The proposed project consists of the minor renovation and reuse of an 
existing industrial warehouse facility located in an area zoned for industrial and 
manufacturing uses. No biological resources are located on or in the vicinity of the 
proposed project.  
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Cultural Resources  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the Project:  

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as 
defined in § 15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to  
§ 15064.5?  

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature?  

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?  
 
No Impact (a-d): The proposed project consists of the minor renovation and reuse of an 
existing industrial warehouse facility located within an area zoned for and occupied with 
similar industrial/manufacturing uses. Improvements to the existing warehouse and 
appurtenant parking area will not include sub-surface work of any kind; consequently, no 
archeological, paleontological, or interred human remains will be affected. In addition, no 
historical building or historical resource is located on or near proposed project site.6 
 
Geology and Soils  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:  

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist 
for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.  

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?  
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?  
iv) Landslides?  

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?  
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable 

as a result of the project, and potentially result in on-or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?  

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building 
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?  

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative 
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
waste water?  

 
                                                   
6 City of Huntington Park. Planning & Zoning Division. Historic Preservation Designated Historic 
Resources. 
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Less Than Significant Impact (a-e): The proposed project consists of the minor tenant 
improvements and reuse of an existing, fully built out industrial warehouse facility, and is 
not located in an area susceptible to soil erosion, landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse. As a mandatory condition of project approval, the project would be 
required to construct/remodel proposed structures in accordance with the City Building 
Code,7 which would assuage significant adverse effects associated with strong seismic 
ground shaking. With mandatory compliance with standard design and construction 
measures, potential adverse impacts would be reduced to less than significant and the 
project would not expose people or structures to substantial adverse effects, including loss, 
injury or death, involving seismic ground shaking.  
 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
  
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment?  

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?  

 
Less Than Significant Impact (a): To provide guidance to local lead agencies on 
determining significance for GHG emissions in their CEQA documents, the SCAQMD has 
convened a GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Working Group for the process of 
establishing a threshold for GHG emissions to determine a project’s regional contribution 
toward global climate change impacts for California. On September 28, 2010 the SCAQMD 
put forth a threshold of 3,000 metric tons (MTons) of CO2e per year for residential, 
commercial, and mixed use projects and 10,000 Mtons CO2e for industrial projects under 
CEQA. The SCAQMD also suggests that a threshold of 3,500 Mtons may be appropriate for 
residential development if commercial is limited to 1,400 Mtons and mixed-use is limited to 
3,000 Mtons so long as these values are used consistently.  
 
Construction  
 
The Applicant estimates that construction would take about 2 months. For the purposes of 
this analysis, construction is estimated to begin in July 2014 and follows the CalEEMod 
default construction schedule except that the default building phase was reduced from 100 
to 50 days.  
 
Construction activities would consume fuel and result in the generation of greenhouse 
gases.  
 
Construction CO2e emissions are as projected using the CalEEMod computer model and 

                                                   
7 City of Huntington Park Municipal Code. Title 8 Building Regulation. Chapter 1 Building Code. 
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included in Table 3. Note that all emissions are within the threshold value and the impact is 
less than significant.  
 
Site Operations  
 
In the case of site operations, the majority of greenhouse gas emissions, and specifically 
CO2, is due to vehicle travel, energy consumption, and water use. As shown in Table 4, 
CalEEMod projects that combined, mobile, area source, energy, waste, and water 
conveyance for the project is estimated at about 344 Mtons of CO2e on an annual basis. This 
value of itself is well under the suggested threshold of 10,000 Mtons per year and the 
impact is less than significant. Additionally, the project would displace the existing 
warehousing use and those emissions would be removed.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (b): An impact can also be potentially significant if the 
project does not comply with the applicable plans necessary for the reduction of 
greenhouse gases. Like air quality impacts, projects that generate de minimus levels (i.e., less 
than 10,000 Mtons per year) and don’t result in a significant impact or can be mitigated to 
less than significant would be deemed to be in compliance of the local policies with respect 
to GHG.  
 
The project upgrades the existing structures to comply with Title 24 standards increasing 
their energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gasses associated with energy use, a major 
contributor for industrial land uses. Even so, the project is subject to the requirements of 
State Assembly Bill 32 and any requirements set forth therein. Adherence to SB32, and any 
measures outlined therein, would be requisite and as such, are not mitigation under CEQA.  
 
Construction  
 
As demonstrated above, construction is estimated to generate about 37.26 Mtons of CO2e. 
This value is below the 10,000-Mton threshold value and the cumulative impact to climate 
change is less than significant. As such, construction would not conflict with existing plans 
and policies.  
 
Site Operations  
 
The project would upgrade the existing warehousing facility to Title 24 requirements. The 
operational total is estimated at about 343.68 Mtons of CO2e on an annual basis and is less 
than the 10,000-Mton per year threshold suggested by the SCAQMD. As such, the impact is 
less than significant.  
 
Additionally, it should be noted that if the entirety of the construction were to take place 
simultaneously within the first year of operation, the combined total is calculated at just 
380.94 Mtons of CO2e (37.26 Mtons + 343.68 Mtons) and is still well under the 10,000 Mtons 
per year threshold.  
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?  

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment?  

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?  

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment?  

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?  

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?  

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?  

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where 
residences are intermixed with wildlands?  

 
No Impact (a-h): The proposed project consists of the minor renovation and reuse of an 
existing industrial/manufacturing warehouse facility located within an area zoned for and 
occupied with similar industrial/manufacturing uses. Improvements to the existing 
warehouse and appurtenant parking area may include limited amounts of hazardous 
materials, the use of which will be subject to existing laws, ordinances, and regulations. 
Operation of the proposed project, which consists of the reuse of the warehouse areas to 
temporarily store scrap metal prior to shipping to recycling businesses in the region, will 
not involve the use, storage, or generation of hazardous materials.  
 
The proposed project is not included on a list of hazardous sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5. The proposed project will not emit hazardous emissions 
or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school.  
 
The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan, nor in the vicinity of a 
private airstrip.  
 
Improvements to the existing warehouse and parking areas, and use of the facility to 
collect, temporarily store, and ship ferrous and non-ferrous scrap metal will be 
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implemented in accordance with existing fire code, ordinances, and regulations and will not 
impair the implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan.  
 
The proposed project is not located in or near an area where wildland fires could occur.  
 
With mandatory compliance with standard fire code measures,8 no potential adverse 
impacts as a result of hazards and hazardous materials are likely to occur.  
 
Hydrology and Water Quality  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?  
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 

groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a 
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing 
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or 
planned uses for which permits have been granted)?  

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that would result in 
substantial erosion or siltation on-or off-site?  

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on-or off-site?  

e) Create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted 
runoff?  

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?  
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood 

Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?  
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that would impede or redirect 

flood flows?  
i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 

flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?  
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?  

 
Less Than Significant Impact (a): The proposed project would comply with the City’s9 

and 
the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works’ regulations that implement Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent discharges of pollutants to waters of the United 
States from any point source unless the discharge is in compliance with a National 

                                                   
8 City of Huntington Park Municipal Code. 2013. Title 4 Public Safety. Chapter 5 Fire Code. 
9 Huntington Beach Municipal Code. 2013. Title 7 Public Works. Chapter 9 Stormwater Management and 
Discharge. 
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Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. In accordance with the CWA, the 
proposed project, as with all construction within the City of Huntington Park, is required to 
comply with the NPDES, if applicable.  
 
No Impact (b-j): The proposed project consists of the minor renovation and reuse of an 
existing industrial warehouse facility located within an area zoned for and occupied with 
similar industrial/manufacturing uses. Tenant improvements to the existing warehouse 
and appurtenant parking area, and use of the facility to collect, store, and ship scrap metal 
will not substantially affect regional groundwater use, alter site drainage, cause erosion on 
or off site, create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted 
runoff, or affect the existing site and vicinity hydrology and water quality characteristics in 
any way.  
 
Land Use and Planning  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Physically divide an established community?  
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 

jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific 
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?  

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan?  

 
No Impact (a) The proposed project is located in zoning district Industrial/Manufacturing 
Planned Development (MPD), an area zoned for and occupied with 
industrial/manufacturing uses. Renovation of the existing warehouse, and the collection, 
temporary storage, and shipping of scrap metal presents no components that could 
physically divide an established community.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (b) The proposed project is located within the MPD zoning 
district: light and heavy recycling facilities are allowable uses subject to a Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP) from the City.10 

If the proposed project is granted a CUP to operate a 
recycling facility per the applicable city standards, then the proposed project would comply 
with the zoning requirements for the MPD district.  
 
No Impact (c) The proposed project is not located in or near an area governed by any 
applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan.  
 

                                                   
10 City of Huntington Park Municipal Code. 2013. Title 9 Zoning. Chapter 4 Zoning Disricts. Article 3 
MPD (Industrial/Manufacturing Planned Development) Zones. 
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Mineral Resources  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 
value to the region and the residents of the state?  

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery 
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?  

 
No Impact (a) Renovation of the existing warehouse and the collection, temporarily storing, 
and shipping of scrap metal presents no components that would result in the loss of 
availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state, nor result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral 
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use 
plan.  
 
Noise  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project result in:  
 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies?  

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or 
ground-borne noise levels?  

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project?  

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project?  

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels?  

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?  

 
The following analysis provides a discussion on the fundamentals of sound, examines 
Federal, State, and City noise guidelines and policies, reviews noise levels at the site and 
existing receptor locations, and evaluates potential noise impacts associated with the 
proposed project.11 

Modeled traffic noise levels are based upon vehicle data contained in the 
traffic-projections and data provided by Traffic Engineering and Planning, Inc. (TEP). This 
evaluation was prepared in conformance with local standards and utilizes procedures and 
methodologies as specified by Caltrans and the Federal Highway Administration. The 

                                                   
11 Synectecology. February 4, 2014. Sunlite Metals Inc. Metal Recycling Project Focused Noise Analysis. 
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evaluation of noise impacts associated with a proposed project includes:  
 

 Reviewing existing ambient noise levels including traffic-noise modeling in the 
project area, 

 Determining the noise impacts associated with site development,  
 Determining the long-term noise impacts from project-related traffic, and  
 Determining the long-term noise impacts from on-site noise on off-site occupants.  

 
Regulatory Background  
 
To limit population exposure to physically and/or psychologically damaging, as well as 
intrusive noise levels, the federal government, the State of California, various County 
governments, and most municipalities in the State have established standards and 
ordinances to control noise.  
 
Federal Government  
 

Occupational Health and Safety  
 
The federal government regulates occupational noise exposure common in the workplace 
through the Occupational Health and Safety Administration (OSHA) under the USEPA. 
Noise exposure of this type is dependent on work conditions and is addressed through a 
facility’s Health and Safety Plan. The construction of the project will be subject to these 
OSHA limitations and all workers would receive appropriate training, hearing protection, 
and breaks, accordingly, ensuring that they are not exposed to harmful noise levels. 
Similarly, once operational, noise in the workplace would be subject to OSHA limitations.  

 
Housing and Urban Development  

 
The US Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) has set a goal of 45 dBA 
Ldn as a desirable maximum interior standard for residential units developed under HUD 
funding. This level is also generally accepted within the State of California. While HUD 
does not specify acceptable exterior noise levels, standard construction of residential 
dwellings constructed under Title 24 standards typically provide 20 dBA of attenuation 
with the windows closed. Based on this premise, the exterior Ldn should not exceed 65 
dBA.  
 
State of California  
 
The California Office of Noise Control has set acceptable noise limits for sensitive uses. 
Sensitive-type land uses, such as homes and schools, are “normally acceptable” in exterior 
noise environments up to 65 dBA CNEL and “conditionally acceptable” in areas up to 70 
dBA CNEL; A “conditionally acceptable” designation implies that new construction or 
development should be undertaken only after a detailed analysis of the noise reduction 
requirements for each land use type is made and needed noise insulation features are 
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incorporated in the design. By comparison, a “normally acceptable” designation indicates 
that standard construction can occur with no special noise reduction requirements.  
 
Applicable interior standards for new multi-family dwellings are governed by Title 24 of 
the California Administrative Code. These standards require that acoustical studies be 
performed prior to construction in areas that exceed 60 dBA Ldn. Such studies are required 
to establish measures that will limit interior noise to no more than 45 dBA Ldn and this 
level has been applied to many communities in California. 
 
City of Huntington Park  
 
The Noise Element is included in the City of Huntington Park General Plan and provides 
noise-related, land use compatibility guidelines (Figures 1 and 2 Appendix B–Noise Impact 
Analysis). Huntington Park’s primary goal with regard to community noise is to identify 
sensitive land uses and minimize their exposure to excessive or unhealthy noise levels. 
Toward this end, this Element reiterates the State of California Title 25 standards for noise 
insulation where exterior noise levels exceed 65 dBA CNEL. In such cases, the developer 
must reduce interior noise levels to no more than 45 dBA CNEL. The standard applies to 
multi-family residential development, and is also commonly used for single family 
residential and other sensitive land use development including educational and medical 
facilities, libraries, senior housing, and park and recreational activities that are considered 
as noise sensitive. The Noise Element also lists areas of special concern that are expected to 
experience noise in excess of 65 dBA CNEL including residential uses that are unshielded 
from noise generated along Maywood Avenue.  
 
Stationary noise sources are regulated though the City of Huntington Park Municipal Code, 
Chapter 9-3.5. Section 9-3.504 Excessive noise prohibited, states “It shall be unlawful for any 
person to willfully make or continue, or willfully cause to be made or continue, any loud, 
unnecessary or unusual noise that disturbs the peace or quiet of any neighborhood or 
constitutes a public nuisance;”  
 
Title 5, Chapter 11, Article 1, Section 5-11;01, Noise, defines nuisance noise as “any noise 
created, made, maintained, or produced by, though, or on account of the operation, 
starting, manipulation, use, movement, working, handling, or maneuvering of any device, 
appliance, apparatus, equipment, object, or thing, mechanical or otherwise, within the City 
by any person, and which noise is of sufficient loudness, intensity, or character and/or of 
such continuance or recurrence as to disturb the peace or quiet of any neighborhood within 
the City, is hereby declared to be a nuisance affecting the public peace, health, and safety of 
the City;”  
 
The City of Huntington Park recognizes that some noise is necessary and provides 
exemption for certain activities. Section 9-3.506 provides exceptions to provisions, including 
noise sources associated with construction, repair, remodeling or grading of any real 
property, provided the activities do not take place between the hours of 7:00 P.M. and 7:00 
A.M. on weekdays, including Saturdays, or at any time on Sundays or Federal holidays; 
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and any activity to the extent regulation has been preempted by State or Federal law. This 
would apply to any vehicle traveling on a public road.  
 
City of Bell  
 
The residential area located along California Avenue to the east of the project is located in 
the City of Bell; The City’s Noise Element is included in the City of Bell’s 2010 General Plan 
and provides noise-related, land use compatibility guidelines. The City sets “normally 
acceptable” and “conditionally acceptable” levels of 60 and 70 dBA CNEL, respectively, for 
single-family residential units. Multi-family residential units raise the “normally 
acceptable” level to 65 dBA CNEL and the “conditionally acceptable” remains at 70 dBA 
CNEL; The City requires mitigation in those cases where residential units are located in 
areas greater than 65 dBA CNEL to ensure that interior levels do not exceed 45 dBA CNEL. 
 
Stationary noise sources are regulated though the City of Bell Municipal Code, Chapter 
8.28, Noise. The City Municipal Code does not set quantitative limitations on noise. Chapter 
8.28.020, Loud or Unusual Noise Prohibited, states, “Notwithstanding any other provisions 
of this chapter, it is unlawful for any person to make, cause or permit any loud or unusual 
noise to emanate from any activity taking place on real property owned or occupied by 
such person, which has the effect of disturbing the peace and quiet of the neighborhood, or 
which directly causes an unreasonable interference with the use, enjoyment and/or 
possession of any real property owned or occupied by any other person;”  
 
Chapter 8.28.040, Noise regulated, notes, 
 

a) “No person shall play, use, or operate or permit to be played, used or operated any 
radio, receiving set, T.V. set, musical instrument, phonograph, jukebox or other 
machine or device for producing or reproducing sound in a manner which disturbs 
the peace and quiet of any residentially zoned neighborhood.  

 
b) No person shall play, use, operate or permit to be played, used or operated any 

radio, receiving set, T.V. set, musical instrument, phonograph, jukebox or other 
machine or device for producing or reproducing sound between the hours of ten 
p.m. and seven a.m. on property located in any residential zone and when clearly 
the same is audible at a distance of fifty (50) feet or more from the building, 
structure, property or vehicle where the sound is produced;”  

 
Note that the Code only includes those noise sources for producing and reproducing 
sound, and not that from construction equipment or even processing machinery. And while 
construction is typically subject to local exemption, the City of Bell does not recognize any 
hourly restrictions, or exemptions for construction noise. Chapter 8.28.030, Exemptions, 
notes:  
 
“The following activities shall be exempted from the provisions of this chapter:  
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a) Emergency Exemption. The emission of sound for the purpose of alerting persons to 
the existence of an emergency, or the emission of sound in the performance of 
emergency work;  

b) Warning Devices. Warning devices necessary for the protection of public safety, as 
for example, police, fire and ambulance sirens, and train horns;  

c) Outdoor Activities. Activities conducted on public playgrounds and public or 
private school grounds including but not limited to school athletic and school 
entertainment events;  

d) Railroad Activities. All locomotives and rail cars operated by any railroad which is 
regulated by California Public Utilities Commission;  

e) Federal or State Preempted Activities. Any activity to the extent regulation thereof 
has been preempted by state or federal law; (Prior code § 3988)” The generation of 
noise associated with the implementation of the proposed project would occur in the 
short-term with construction activities and over the long-term from the on-site 
operation of transportation-related noise sources associated with the proposed 
development. This noise assessment addresses noise impacts by discussing the 
current noise environment, analyzing impacts associated with proposed land use 
including mobile-source noise, and evaluating construction equipment noise.  

 
The Caltrans Sound2000 (Version 3.3), Sound32 version of the FHWA Highway Traffic 
Noise Prediction Model is used to evaluate traffic-related noise conditions in the project 
area. This model requires various parameters, including traffic volumes, vehicle mix, 
vehicle speed, and roadway geometry, to compute typical equivalent noise levels during 
daytime, evening, and nighttime hours. The resultant noise levels are weighted and 
summed over 24-hour periods to determine the Community Noise Equivalent Level 
(CNEL) values. CNEL contours are derived through a series of calculations to determine 
the 60, 65, and 70 dBA CNEL contours associated with traffic noise generated on area roads. 
These data are used in the assessment of impacts in this analysis.  
 
Existing Noise Environment  
 
Field Measurements  
 
The project site is located within the City of Huntington Park along the west side of 
Maywood Avenue between Randolph Street to the north and Gage Avenue to the south. 
The parcel is currently occupied by Porcelanite and used as a warehouse facility.  
 
The project is an industrial use and is not noise sensitive in nature. The project area is also 
industrial and is not sensitive by nature. The nearest residential neighborhood units are 
located to the east along California Avenue at a distance of about 160 feet from the site 
boundary. Non-conforming residential uses are also located to the southeast across 
Maywood Avenue at a similar distance. In both cases these homes are separated from the 
project site by other commercial/industrial uses located along the east side of Maywood 
Avenue. Homes are also located to the south beyond Gage Avenue, to the north beyond 
Randolph Street, and to the west along Bissell Street. In all cases the nearest of these homes 
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are over 600 feet from the site boundary and all are shielded from the project site by other 
industrial land uses.  
 
A field survey was conducted on Wednesday, December 12, 2013 to determine ambient 
noise levels in the project area. The study included two noise readings with one taken at the 
site, and the other in the adjacent residential area along the west side of California Avenue.  
 
During the study, noise monitoring was conducted using a Quest Technologies Model 2900 
Type 2 Integrating/logging Sound Level Meter. The unit meets the American National 
Standards Institute Standard S1.4-1983 for Type 2, International Electro-technical 
Commission Standard 651-1979 for Type 2, and International Electro-technical Commission 
Standard 6511979 for Type 2 sound level meters. The unit was field calibrated using a Quest 
Technologies QC-10 calibrator immediately prior to the first set of readings. The calibration 
unit meets the requirements of the American National Standards Institute Standard S1.4-
1984 and the International Electro-technical Commission Standard 942: 1988 for Class 1 
equipment. The accuracies of the meter and calibrator are maintained through a program 
established through the manufacturer and traceable to the National Bureau of Standards. 
The calibration of the meter was rechecked at 11:37 A.M. after the final reading and no 
meter “drift” was noted.  All obtained noise level measurements are included in Table 5. 
Noise Level Monitoring locations are shown in Figure 2. The results of the field study are 
summarized below.  
 
NR-1  
 
This reading was taken at the project site along Maywood Avenue. Specifically, the meter 
was located 50 feet west of the centerline of travel (grease stain) of the southbound lane. 
The 15minute reading was taken from 10:41 A.M. The dominant source of noise was from 
local traffic, but music across the street at El Pulidor and commercial aircraft were also 
observed. During this period 50 autos and one medium truck proceeded northbound while 
47 autos and four medium trucks went southbound along Maywood Avenue.  
 
NR-2  
 
This reading was obtained in the residential neighborhood to the east of the project site. 
Specifically, the meter was placed on the grassy strip in front of 6301 California Avenue. 
The 15-minute reading started at 11:12 A.M. The primary sources of noise were from 
background traffic (including sirens), birds, dogs, the music noted above, and aircraft 
operations. During this period three autos went northbound while two autos proceeded 
southbound along California Avenue.  
 
Modeling of Observed Field Data  
 
Noise from motor vehicles is generated by engine vibrations, the interaction between the 
tires and the road, and the exhaust system. Reducing the average motor vehicle speed 
reduces the noise exposure at receptors adjacent to the road. Each reduction of 5 mph 



35 

reduces noise by approximately 1 dBA.  
 
Noise from a line source, such as vehicles proceeding down a roadway, will be reduced 
with distance and the rate of reduction is a function of both the distance and the type of 
terrain over which the noise passes. Hard sites, such as developed areas with paving, 
reduce noise at a rate of 3 dBA per doubling of the distance while soft sites, such as 
undeveloped areas, open space, and vegetated areas reduce noise at a rate of 4.5 dBA per 
doubling of the distance. These represent the extremes and most areas will actually contain 
a combination of hard and soft elements with the noise reduction placed somewhere in 
between these two factors.  
 
Most noise in the project area is generated by vehicles using local roadways, although 
aircraft operations and local sources add to the noise profile. In order to gauge the potential 
for project-generated impacts due to the addition of traffic, it is necessary to quantify the 
existing traffic-generated noise. The Caltrans Sound32 version of the of the Federal 
Highway Administration traffic noise prediction model (Sound2000, Version 3.3) was used 
to evaluate traffic-related noise conditions in the vicinity of the project site. The model 
predicts 1-hour Leq noise levels and, as discussed below, factors are applied to ascertain the 
CNEL noise levels. These latter values are used in assessing the potential for mobile-source 
impacts from the proposed project.  
 
The Sound32 model uses various parameters including the traffic volume, vehicle mix, 
vehicle speed, and roadway geometry to compute typical equivalent (Leq) noise levels. The 
model is typically accurate to within about 2 dBA where traffic provides the dominant 
noise source. To validate/calibrate the results of the model, Sound32 modeling was 
prepared for the number of vehicles and logistics observed during reading NR-1 in the field 
study; both “soft” and “hard” site modeling were prepared. The speed included in the table 
is based on the 30 mph posted speed limit. Model results are included in Table 6.  
 
Note that hard site modeling shows good correlation with the model, especially in light of 
the additional noise noted in the field study. The Sound32 traffic noise model considers the 
traffic during the measurement, but does not consider the music/noise generated across the 
street at El Pulidor where an automobile was playing a stereo in the parking lot, nor does it 
consider the noise associated with the operation of the commercial aircraft observed during 
the measurement.  
 
Modeling of Existing Traffic Volumes  
 
Existing traffic volumes are modeled to determine if the project would add enough vehicles 
to significantly raise the noise level along the local roadways. In this case the impact is 
based solely on the addition of vehicles and the additional noise they create, regardless of 
the surrounding terrain.  
 
The average daily traffic (ADT) volume for Maywood Avenue is as presented in the 
transportation analysis prepared by TEP and based on vehicle counts obtained on 
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November 19, 2013. The counts are broken down by hour and vehicle type such that a 
CNEL may be ascertained. The count obtained along Maywood Avenue included 9,250 
vehicles obtained over a period of 24 hours. Table 7 presents the observed vehicle ratio by 
time period.  
 
Under these premises, based on hard site modeling, the CNEL for the existing counted 
9,250 vehicles along Maywood Avenue is 65.8 dBA as measured at a distance of 50 feet 
from the centerline of travel for the road. Table 8 includes the existing distances to the 70, 
65, and 60 dBA CNEL noise levels, all as measured from the centerline of travel.  
 
City of Huntington Park Thresholds of Significance  
 
The City of Huntington Park notes that industrial land uses are “clearly compatible” to 
exterior noise levels of 70 dBA CNEL and “normally compatible” to 85 dBA CNEL. The 
City sets a standard for both single and multi-family dwellings of 50 – 60 dBA CNEL as 
“clearly compatible” and 60 – 70 dBA CNEL as “normally compatible.”12 
 

With respect to projected increases, noise impacts can be broken down into three categories. 
The first is “audible” impacts, which refers to increases in noise level that are perceptible to 
humans. Audible increases in noise levels generally refer to a change of 3 dBA or more 
since this level has been found to be barely perceptible in exterior environments. The 
second category, “potentially audible,” refers to a change in noise level between 1 and 3 
dBA. This range of noise levels was found to be noticeable to sensitive people in laboratory 
environments. The last category includes changes in noise level of less than 1 dBA that are 
typically “inaudible” to the human ear except under quiet conditions in controlled 
environments; Only “audible” changes in noise levels at sensitive receptor locations (i.e., 3 
dBA or more) are considered potentially significant.  
 
For stationary sources, the applicable noise standards include criteria established by local as 
well as any State regulations applicable to the proposed project. Mobile-source noise (i.e., 
vehicle noise) is preempted from local regulation but is still subject to CEQA review using 
threshold values for the level of increase for a significant noise impact.  
 
Project Impacts  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (a): An impact could be significant if the project would site a 
sensitive land use in a location where noise levels would exceed the appropriate standards. 
The existing City of Huntington Park Noise Element sets a goal level of up to 70 dBA CNEL 
as “clearly compatible” and up to 85 dBA as “normally compatible” for the proposed 
industrial land use.  
 
Traffic noise modeling for Maywood Avenue shows an existing CNEL of 65.8 dBA as 

                                                   
12 City of Huntington Park General Plan. 1992. Noise Element. Table N-1 Noise/Land Use Compatibility 
Matrix. 
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measured at a distance of 50 feet from the centerline of travel. The project is located beyond 
the 70 dBA CNEL that falls within the roadway easement (i.e., 19 feet from the centerline of 
travel) and the land use is “clearly compatible” with the existing setting, and in this respect 
is not subject to significant impact.  
 
On-Site Workers – Workers involved with the proposed project will be subject to 
augmented noise levels due to their working in proximity to both heavy equipment and 
trucks. Noise in the work place is regulated by the Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA). Article 105. Control of Noise Exposure sets limitations on worker 
exposure. Specifically, an employer must administer a continuing, effective hearing 
conservation program whenever employee noise exposures equal or exceed an eight-hour 
time-weighted average sound level of 85 dBA. Furthermore, workers cannot be exposed to 
noise levels in excess of 90 dBA Leq for a period in excess of 8 hours. Higher noise levels 
carry shorter allowable duration periods. In no case may workers be exposed to peak noise 
levels in excess of 140 dB. OSHA also specifies a hearing conservation program, the use of 
hearing protectors, a training program and record keeping requirements for any workers 
exposed to prolonged periods of excessive noise. Required compliance with OSHA 
regulations will ensure that worker exposure to excessive noise remains less than 
significant.  
 
Off-Site Impacts – Stationary source impacts include noise generated from on-site 
equipment and, for the purposes of this analysis, trucking operations while within the 
confines of the subject parcel. These sources have the potential to create noise impacts on 
the adjoining community.  
 
CVT Noise Level Measurements – To determine the potential for site-generated noise, four 
measurements were obtained at the CVT Transfer Station and Recycling Facility in 
Anaheim, California for a materials recovery facility project which was to be located in 
Pomona, California. Like the Proposed Project, the CVT facility is constructed of corrugated 
aluminum. While the CVT facility moves huge volumes of waste through on a daily basis 
and accepts all manner of recyclables, including green waste and waste to be sorted, the 
obtained measurements could approximate those of the proposed Sun-Lite Recycling 
center. Measurements obtained on February 8, 1996 at the CVT facility are described below. 
The monitoring equipment is the same as described for the Sun-Lite site visit on December 
12, 2013.  
 
TN-1 -Weigh Station Activities – This measurement was obtained at the CVT Transfer 
Station to determine the noise generated by heavy trucks as they queue up and are weighed 
prior to dumping their loads. Two weigh scales are situated on either side of a scale house 
at the CVT facility. The meter was placed to the side of the trucks where engine noise is 
most prominent. The meter was situated at a distance of 50 feet from the side of the near 
truck. This placed the meter at the opening of a maintenance shop such that the reading 
was taken between the refuse room and maintenance shop area. (This would tend to 
produce elevated noise readings as the sound reverberates between the two sets of 
structures.) A green waste processing area was located to the side of the meter at a distance 
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of about 150 feet; “Yard” activities included trucks queuing up (approximately six to eight 
at a time) and being weighed, and a bucket loader tending to the green wastes. A 15-minute 
measurement was made beginning at 10:08 a.m. and an Leq of 73.0 dBA was registered.  
 
TN-2 -Outside Refuse Room at Vehicle Openings – For this measurement the meter was 
situated in the yard at a distance of 50 feet from an opening of the refuse room. The opening 
was 22 feet wide and a second 22 foot wide opening was located immediately adjacent. As 
trucks enter the CVT facility they pass through an 80 feet wide opening in the refuse room 
on their way to the scale house.  
 
Weighed trucks then proceed into various areas of the refuse room to dump their loads. 
Empty trucks pass out of the refuse room through the same opening that they entered. The 
meter was situated at a distance of about 85 feet from this opening. The reading began at 
10:32 a.m. and ran for 15 minutes. Trucks maneuvering within the yard were observed to 
come to within less than 10 feet of the meter during the measurement period. Additionally, 
a front-end loader was observed to be operating in the refuse room just inside the opening 
being monitored for about 6.5 of the 15 minutes that monitoring was performed. The meter 
registered an Leq of 77.0 dBA.  
 
TN-3 - Inside Refuse Room in Proximity to Passing Trucks and Front-end Loaders – This 
measurement was conducted within the refuse room immediately adjacent to where trucks 
would pass through both on the way to the weigh station and out after dumping their 
loads. Additionally, trucks would dump their loads in proximity to this location 
immediately adjacent to the travel lanes. The meter was situated at a distance of 34 inches 
from the facility wall; a corrugated aluminum. The center of the near travel lane was 20 feet 
from the meter’s location while the center of the far lane was at a distance of 40 feet. Three 
loaders were operating within the refuse room during this period, the nearest of which 
ranged from about 40 to 120 feet (average about 80 feet) from the meter. Machinery 
operating within the facility was also notable. Because of the continual volume of truck 
traffic through the facility, this was the noisiest point noted. A 15-minute reading began at 
10:57 a.m. and an Leq of 83.9 dBA was recorded. Note that the meter's proximity to the wall 
created an internal echo that elevated the noise registered.  
 
TN-4 -Outside Refuse Room in Proximity to Passing Trucks and Front-end Loader – This 
measurement was conducted immediately outside of the aluminum wall location 
monitored in reading TN-3. This measurement was to determine the attenuation provided 
by the aluminum structure. The meter was situated within a 9.25 foot wide “corridor” 
created by the administrative office and the refuse room. The meter was set at a distance of 
34 inches from the aluminum refuse room wall. Operations within the refuse room were 
similar to those noted during the TN-3 reading. A 15-minute reading was obtained from 
11:16 a.m. and an Leq of 73.6 dBA was recorded. Based on this measurement, the aluminum 
structure is calculated to have an attenuation factor of about 10 dBA. (A greater attenuation 
may have been noted had the meter not been situated in a “corridor” as echo off the 
administration building would be expected to add to the registered noise level.)  
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Projected Sun-Lite Noise – Operational noise will be generated by on-site operations 
including activities related to truck movement and the use of heavy equipment operating at 
the facility. Noise levels for equipment use and on-site trucks are based on measurements 
obtained at the CVT facility in the field study of February 8.  
 
The Sun-Lite facility is to be oriented such that all ingress is from Maywood. Noise is 
associated with these on-site truck activities. Most of this noise would be concentrated in 
the vicinity of the truck scale and loading well where trucks queue. Trucks would then be at 
idle at these locations. Noise produced by idling trucks is best documented by 
measurement TN-1 obtained at the CVT facility. Here an Leq of 73 dBA was recorded at a 
distance of 50 feet. The Sun-Lite facility will locate the scale approximately 250 feet from the 
Maywood curb line and idling trucks could be expected to produce an Leq noise level of 
about 59 dBA at the eastern property line. At a distance of over 400 feet to the proximate 
residents, this level would be further attenuated to no more than about 55 dBA Leq. The 
actual level would then be further reduced because the physical presence of both on-and 
off-site structures serve as effective sound walls. Assuming only the minimal attenuation of 
5 dBA for a structure/wall that blocks the line of sight, this noise would be further reduced 
to no more than 50 dBA Leq. Based on noise level measurement NR-2 at 55.8 dBA Leq as 
measured in front of the dwelling at 6301 California Avenue, the addition of 50 dBA Leq 
would result in an increase of 1 dBA for a resulting level of 56.8 dBA Leq. This increase 
would only occur during exterior truck operations within the project site.  
 
Another source of noise is from operations within the bailing room. Projected noise is best 
approximated by the reading TN-2 where an Leq of 77 dBA was obtained at a distance of 85 
feet from the structures opening. Based on a value of 77 dBA as measured at a distance of 85 
feet, at a distance of about 350 feet to the proximate residents this noise would be projected 
at just less than 65 dBA Leq. However, with respect to noise which emanates directly 
though the structure’s walls, noise readings obtained at the CVT facility revealed that the 
corrugated structure afforded approximately 10 dBA of attenuation. Thus, rather than a 
noise level of 77 dBA as measured at 85 feet, noise that propagates through the structures’ 
walls would not exceed a level of 67 dBA as measured at a distance of 85 feet from the 
structure and at a distance of about 350 feet to the proximate residents, this noise would be 
projected at less than 55 dBA Leq.  
 
Those structures that bound the site and lie across Maywood Avenue (e.g., El Pulidor) 
would further reduce this noise. Again, assuming only the minimal attenuation of 5 dBA 
for a structure/wall that blocks the line of sight, this noise would be further reduced to no 
more than 50 dBA Leq and would result in an increase of 1 dBA for a resulting level of 56.8 
dBA Leq.  
 
The City of Huntington Park does not set specific performance standards (e.g., no more 
than 50 dBA Leq at the nearest resident), but does set a 65-dBA CNEL exterior standard for 
residential land uses. If both on-site truck and bailing operations were each to produce a 
noise level of 50 dBA Leq as measured at the near receptors, their combined noise would be 
53 dBA Leq. If this increase were to occur over the entire 10-hour operational day, the 
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CNEL is calculated at 49 dBA at the residents and is well under the 65-dBA CNEL exterior 
standard for residential land uses.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (b): The City of Huntington Park does not set quantitative 
standards for vibration impact. With respect to construction, Caltrans notes that ground 
borne vibration is typically associated with blasting operations, the use of pile drivers, and 
large-scale demolition activities, none of which are anticipated for the construction or 
operation of the project.  
 
Some vibration could be produced due to truck bounce at the railroad grade crossing north 
of Randolph Street. The nearest residents are in excess of 200 feet from the crossing and 
would not feel this vibration, if present, and any potential impacts of the project on off-site 
receptors are less than significant.  
 
Less Than Significant (c): Long-term impacts could be significant if the project creates 
activity or generates a volume of traffic that would substantially raise the ambient noise 
levels. As discussed above, a substantial increase is defined as 3 dBA CNEL.  
 
Road Noise – In accordance with the transportation analysis, the project would generate 
35.5 ADT while removing 113 ADT for a net decrease of 77.5 ADT. As a worst-case scenario, 
the projected traffic for the project was added to the existing volume along Maywood 
Avenue without the removal of the traffic associated with the existing land use that will be 
displaced. This traffic was allocated over the operational day. Modeling results show that 
the increased traffic volume is too small to measurably raise the CNEL (less than 0.1 dBA 
increase) and the impact is less than significant. And again, there could actually be a 
decrease in this noise because the vehicle trips associated with the existing on-site uses 
would be removed.  
 
Stationary Source Noise – As discussed above, noise from the onsite operation of trucks is 
estimated at no more than 50 dBA at the proximate residents, as is that the operation of on-
site equipment. If these two operations occur concurrently, the projected noise at the 
residents is raised to 53 dBA Leq.  
 
Noise measurement NR-2 noted an Leq of 55.8 dBA along California Avenue and the 
addition of 53 dBA Leq would raise this level to 57.6 dBA Leq for an increase of 1.8 dBA 
Leq. This level is under the 3-dBA threshold for a significant impact and therefore, the 
impact is less than significant.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (d): Two types of noise impacts could occur during the 
construction phase. First, the transport of workers and equipment to the construction site 
would incrementally increase noise levels along site access roadways. However, any 
increase in noise would be less than 1 dBA when averaged over a 24-hour period, and 
would therefore have a less than significant impact on noise receptors along the truck 
routes.  
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The second type of impact is related to noise generated by on-site construction operations 
and existing local residents would be subject to elevated noise levels due to the operation of 
on-site construction equipment. Construction activities are typically carried out in discrete 
steps, each of which has it’s own mix of equipment, and consequently its own noise 
characteristics. These various sequential phases would change the character of the noise 
levels surrounding the construction site as work progresses. Despite the variety in the type 
and size of construction equipment, similarities in the dominant noise sources and patterns 
of operation allow noise ranges to be categorized by work phase. Table 9 lists typical 
construction equipment noise levels recommended for noise impact assessment at a 
distance of 50 feet.  
 
Noise ranges have been found to be similar during all phases of construction, although the 
actual construction of the structures tends to be somewhat less than that from grading. The 
grading and site preparation phase tends to create the highest noise levels, because the 
noisiest construction equipment is found in the earthmoving equipment category. This 
category includes excavating machinery (backfillers, bulldozers, draglines, front loaders, 
etc.) and earthmoving and compacting equipment (compactors, scrapers, graders, etc.). 
Typical operating cycles may involve 1 or 2 minutes of full power operation followed by 3 
to 4 minutes at lower power settings. Noise levels at 50 feet from earthmoving equipment 
range from 73 to 96 dBA while Leq noise levels range up to about 89 dBA. The later 
construction of structures is somewhat reduced from this value and the physical presence 
of the structure may break up line-of-sight noise propagation.  
 
Composite construction noise is best characterized by Bolt, Beranek, and Newman (USEPA 
December 31, 1971). In their study, construction noise for earthwork and finish-work 
related to industrial development is presented as 89 dBA Leq when measured at a distance 
of 50 feet from the construction effort. This value takes into account both the number of 
pieces and spacing of the heavy equipment used in the construction effort. Noise levels are 
typically reduced from this value and the physical structures further break up line of sight 
noise. However, as a worst-case scenario, the 89-dBA-value is used to assess the impact of 
construction.  
 
The operation of such equipment would result in the generation of both steady and 
episodic noise significantly above the ambient levels currently experienced near the project 
site. The noise produced from construction decreases at a rate of approximately 6 dBA per 
doubling of distance. Therefore, at 100 feet the noise levels would be about 6 dBA less or 83 
dBA Leq. Similarly, at 200 feet, the approximate distance to a nearest residential use when 
working toward the east end of the site, the noise levels would be 12 dBA less or 77 dBA 
Leq. These residents would be further shielded by the intervening commercial uses 
reducing this level. (Note, as construction is not performed at night, this does not represent 
a CNEL value.)  
 
As noted, the City recognizes that some noise sources are necessary and difficult to control 
and provides exemptions. The provisions for noise limits shall not be applied to building 
construction, for which a valid building permit has been issued, between the hour of 
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7:00 A.M. and 7:00 P.M. Monday through Saturday.  
 
Moreover, during the vast majority of the construction period, noise levels at the proximate 
residents would considerably lower due to smaller equipment appropriate to the limited 
construction at hand, lower power settings, and sound attenuation provided by longer 
distances. In light of the area, this range of noise levels is typically considered acceptable 
during daytime hours and less than significant so long as the Applicant abides by the City 
mandated hours for construction activities as required.  
 
No Impact (e): The Compton/Woodley airport is located along Alondra Boulevard 
between Central Avenue and Wilmington Avenue approximately 6 miles to the southwest. 
While aircraft noise from Los Angeles International Airport traffic is notable in the project 
area, both the Los Angles International and Long Beach Airports are over 10 miles from the 
project site and the project is well beyond the airports’ 60 dBA CNEL zones; No significant 
impacts would result from the implementation of the proposed project.  
 
No Impact (f): It about 1.3 miles to the northeast, the SFI Corporation’s Vernon rooftop 
heliport represents the closest private use air facility with the Commerce Business Park 
heliport the second nearest at 2.1 miles to the east; The project site is well beyond either 
facility’s 60dBA CNEL noise contour and no significant impacts would result from the 
implementation of the proposed project.  
 
Population and Housing  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension 
of roads or other infrastructure)?  

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere?  

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere?  

 
No Impact (a-c) Renovation of the existing warehouse and the collection, temporarily 
storing, and shipping of scrap metal presents no components that would induce substantial 
population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure); 
displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere; nor displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating 
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.  
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Public Services  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, 
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:  

 
 Fire protection?  
 Police protection?  
 Schools?  
 Parks?  
 Other public facilities?  

 
No Impact (a-j): The proposed project consists of the minor renovation and reuse of an 
existing industrial warehouse facility located within an area zoned for and occupied with 
similar industrial/manufacturing uses. Improvements to the existing warehouse and 
appurtenant parking area and use of the facility to collect, store, and recycle scrap metal 
would not alter the existing, permitted warehouse function resulting in an increased 
demand for public services.  
 
Recreation  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility 
would occur or be accelerated?  

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion 
of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the 
environment?  

 
No Impact (a-b) Renovation and operation of the existing warehouse to collect, store, and 
ship scrap metal would not increase the use of or need for neighborhood and regional parks 
or other recreational facilities, nor does the proposed project include recreational facilities 
or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities.  
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Transportation/Traffic  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of 

effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all 
modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?  

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited 
to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways?  

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in substantial safety risks?  

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?  

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 

pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (a): The estimated trip generation rates for the proposed 
project were calculated by TEP.13 

 
The estimates are based on a comparable site at 2210 E. 

85th Street in the City of Los Angeles.   
 
On a daily basis, it is estimated by the project applicant that up to 2 roll-off trucks will 
deliver scrap metal to the project site. Up to 2 container trucks per week will transport 
bailed scrap metal from the project site to the metal processing facilities in south Los 
Angeles and Montebello. Single unit trucks (SU-30) are anticipated to be the largest trucks 
to transport scrap metal to and from the project site. 
 
It is estimated by the applicant that there will be a maximum of 5 employees working at the 
project site. Each employee will generate up to 4 trips per day; 2 trips at the start and end of 
the workday, and 2 trips to and from the work site during the lunch period. 
 
The proposed project is forecasted to generate 98 daily vehicle trips, with most trips 
generated during off peak hours. The AM peak hour of traffic flow on Maywood Ave. is 7 
AM to 8 AM. During this hour it is estimated the project will generate 8 vehicle trips 
including 5 employee trips and 3 pickup truck drop-offs. The PM peak hour is 5 PM to 
6 PM. During this hour it is estimated the project will generate 5 vehicle trips consisting of 
employee trips. 

                                                   
13 Traffic Engineering and Planning (TEP). June 24, 2015. Traffic Impact Review Commercial Metal 
Recycling Business Conditional Use Permit 6301 Maywood Ave. in Huntington Park California.  Revised 
(v3).  Included as Appendix C.   
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Regional Guidelines  
 
The City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) requires a minimal traffic 
analysis in the form of a Technical Memorandum when a proposed project is likely to add 
25 to 42 a.m. or p.m. peak hour trips, and a full Traffic Study when the project is likely to 
add 500 or more daily trips, or 43 or more a.m. or p.m. peak hour trips.14 
 
The County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LADPW) established guidelines 
for the preparation of Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) reports indicates that a TIA is required 
when a proposed project is expected to generate over 500 trips per day, or when there are 
other adverse traffic related impacts associated with the project.15 
 
Less Than Significant Impact (b): The LADOT and the LADPW guidelines indicate that 
proposed projects likely to generate less than 50 daily a.m. or p.m. peak hour trips do not 
require the preparation of Congestion Management Program regional transportation 
analyses.1617 

The proposed project is estimated to generate 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. peak hour trips; 
therefore, the project will not conflict with an applicable congestion management plan.  
 
No Impact (c): Minor renovation and reuse of the existing warehouse to collect, temporarily 
store, and ship scrap metal would not result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety 
risks.  
 
Less Than Significant Impact (d-e):  
 
Site Ingress/Egress – Access to the project site will be provided by 2 driveways. The main 
driveway is located north of the building containing the warehouse and office areas. A 
secondary driveway is located south of the building. The warehouse is going to be modified 
to provide 13 foot wide rollup doors on both the north and south sides.  
 
Loaded trucks will enter the site from the main driveway (Figure 3 – Commercial Customer 
Truck Routing Plan, and Figure 4 – Sunlite Metals Roll-Off Truck Routing Plan). The trucks 
will then proceed westerly north of the warehouse building. Trucks will drive onto an in 
ground scale to obtain the loaded weight; Then trucks will make a “Y” turn and back into a 
truck loading well to unload scrap metal. The unloaded truck then drives onto the in-
ground scale to obtain the unloaded weight. Unloaded trucks then proceed to exit via the 
main driveway north of the warehouse. Drivers are paid for the scrap material or receive a 

                                                   
14 Los Angeles Department of Transportation. May 2012. Traffic Study Policies and Procedures.  
http://ladot.lacity.org/  
15 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. January 1, 1997. Traffic Impact Analysis Report 
Guidelines.  
16 Los Angeles Department of Transportation. 2012. 
17 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. 1997. 
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credit at a pay window located at the northeast corner of the building.  
 
The trucks then exit the project site by the main driveway. Alternatively, trucks may exit via 
the warehouse through the roll-up doors to the secondary driveway on the south side. This 
driveway is also used by the loaded container trucks that transport the scrap metal to the 
processing sites in Los Angeles and Montebello (Figure 5 – Sunlite Metals Roll-Off Truck 
Bailed metals Pick-Up Routing Plan). The largest trucks that will be used to transport scrap 
metal to and from the project site are single unit trucks (SU-30). The basic American 
Association of State Highway Transportation Officials (AASHTO) design dimensions of a 
SU-30 truck are a length of 30 feet and a wheelbase length of 20 feet.  
 
Therefore, as designed, the proposed project does not include changes to the existing 
facility design that would result in hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses, or result in inadequate emergency access. 
The proposed project design would be in compliance with all laws, ordinances, and 
regulations relevant to potential design hazards and emergency access.  
 
No Impact (f): Minor renovation (tenant improvements) and reuse of the existing 
warehouse to collect, temporarily store, and ship scrap metal on land zoned for industrial 
and manufacturing uses would not likely affect adopted policies, plans, or programs 
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the 
performance or safety of such facilities.  
 
Utilities and Services Systems  
 
Thresholds of Significance – Would the project:  
 
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality 

Control Board?  
b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or 

expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects?  

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion 
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental 
effects?  

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements 
and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?  

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may 
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in 
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?  

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s 
solid waste disposal needs?  

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?  
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No Impact (a-g) The proposed project improvements to the existing warehouse and 
parking area and reuse of the facility to collect, store, and ship scrap metal would not alter 
the permitted existing use resulting in significant impacts exceeding existing RWCQB 
wastewater treatment requirements, require the construction of new water or wastewater 
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, result in the construction of new storm 
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, require new or expanded water 
supply entitlements, exceed existing wastewater treatment or landfill capacity. In addition, 
the proposed project would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations 
related to solid waste, including the City’s construction and demolition material waste 
management Plan.18 
 
Mandatory Findings of Significance  
 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered 
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California 
history or prehistory?  

 
No Impact (a) The proposed project consists of the minor renovation (tenant 
improvements) and reuse of an existing industrial/manufacturing warehouse facility 
located within an area zoned for and occupied with similar industrial/manufacturing uses. 
Improvements to the existing warehouse and appurtenant parking area and use of the 
facility to collect, store, and recycle scrap metal do not have the potential to affect fish or 
wildlife habitat or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history 
or prehistory.  
 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a 
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, 
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?  

 
Less Than Significant Impact (b) The proposed project has no significant impacts; 
therefore, improvements to the existing warehouse and appurtenant parking area and use 
of the facility to collect, store, and ship scrap metal will result in a less than significant 
cumulative impact.  
 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?  

 
  
                                                   
18 City of Huntington Park Municipal Code. Title 7 Public Works. Chapter 10 Construction and 
Demolitions Material Waste Management Plan. 
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Less Than Significant Impact (c) The proposed project has no significant impacts; 
therefore, it would not result in environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.  
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